The first is that the very routine, through which the child is trained, is in itself an artificial routine from the social point of view, and that the child is very apt, if an attempt is made to re-socialise him later, to feel the difficulties of society all over again. Especially he feels them in so far as he has been accustomed to have his time filled in for him instead of being expected to find something to do for himself. The routine of institution life is a two-edged weapon, especially for the imbecile, who is more subjected to routine than any other institution child, and while I feel that it is very necessary in the circumstances, I constantly wish that it did not have to go on for twenty-four hours a day.
The second point is, in some respects, even more important. The normal environment for a young child is the family. The family is, after all, the normal unit of human society. In the family the child finds the emotional stimuli and the emotional satisfactions which are so essential for normal development. The emotional relationship between the child and his parents, between the child and his brothers and sisters, are most important factors in his development. They are factors which cannot be adequately reproduced outside the home. Most especially they are difficult to reproduce in a big institution. The institutionalised child is always handicapped in the emotional field. The normal child in the orphanage tends to be emotionally starved; and neurosis and emotional problems are far commoner among orphanage children than amongst children reared in their own homes?however bad the economic circumstances of the home may be. This is not really the fault of the institution or orphanage staffs. We are not hard-hearted monsters, nor are we as incompetent as we might be. It is simply that artificial emotional relationships are like artificial milk?the natural product is always better. Moreover, the quality and quantity of the artificial emotional relationship available is not by any means always adequate. Here we find ourselves up against the public purse. Institutions are large?they have to be for economy's sake,?and the larger they are the more rigid and impersonal they tend to be. The larger the institution the more powerful becomes the purely mechanical administrative factor, and the more difficult becomes the supply of sufficient skilled staff. You have to remember that the staff of a mental deficiency institution have a very responsible task, and if that task is to be properly carried out, we need plenty of really skilled and experienced people. And that means paying them. In other words the amount of personal liking or affection which the institution child gets is not only artificial but it is governed largely by the public purse, which, in its turn, is governed by the attitude of the man-in-thestreet, who can always think of something more important to do with public money than to spend it on the defective.
The child who lives at home?on the other hand?has his fate governed by the private purse and the personal attitude of his parents. With regard to the first, one has to admit that in the majority of cases the purse is not deep enough. The imbecile child is too heavy a burden and can only be kept at home?too often is kept there?by sacrificing the rest of the family. The parental attitude is usually good, though ignorant. Of course, one does find parents who are so unable to bear the thought that they have brought a defective child into the world that it is quite impossible for them to treat him naturally. In the majority of cases, however, the parental attitude is quite good, while in some cases at any rate, the economic situation is good enough to allow the child to be kept at home. But the question of training has to be faced and it is just for this purpose that the Occupation Centre exists.
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